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Applicant Narne: E %géf Z f -:- agi gm n Ditvict
Mailing Address: 20 g, eae - Oy | Tu,-/oﬁfk CA 9 5‘38&
Telephene: _2¢5 - 883-831¢ - '

Fax: 204 -~ $5¢- 2143

Email: __eibfryer ® tucl. a-’b

Amgunt of funding requested: 5 2 f_? P for__ 2 vears

indicate the Topic for which vou are app]ymg (check only ane box]).

©  Fish Passage/Fish Screens m Introduced Species
,2’ Habinat Restoration : o Fish Managg:mcnb’HaIch-:ry
Q  Local Waiershed Stewardship - O Environmental Education

8  Water Quality

Do»s the proposal address o Spemi'ed Focused Action? / ves _no

What county or counties is he project located in? Slta HIS[&MS

Indicate the geoyraphic arca of your proposal (check only one hox):

C Sacramento River Mainsiem O East Side Trib:

O Sacramento Trib: C Suisun Marsh and Bay

O San Joaguin River Mainstem - O Norih Bay/South Bay:

& San Joaquin Trib: Z&Q{bmn [4 D Landscape (entire Bav-Della watershed)
O Delha: e O Other:

 Indicate the primary species which the proposal addresses (check all that apply):
2" San loaguin and East-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon

0 Winter-run chinook salmon i Spring-run chinook sal,mcm
& Late-fall run chincok salmon O Fall-run chinook salmon
. O Delta smelt O Longfin smelt
T Splittail g Stecthead trom
0. Green sturgeon 0  Striped bass
O Migratory birds O All chinook species
o ¢ All enadromous salmonids

~Other:

Specify the ERP strategic objective and target (s) that the project addresses. Include page

numbers from January 1999 version of ERP Velume ] and II; :

ERP Volume [ 2 Y05 £ 9¢0 . Restorctiow af s treamt s riparren frgﬁ:f‘af
ecafugicnt gmmses QM recruuf‘m-wf 'ham L elen ‘

adivere f }
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Indicate the type of applicamt {(check only one box):

0 State agency !
O  Public/Non-profit joim veniure a]

Local government/district u]
0 University =

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):

O Planning
O  Monitoring n}
O Research

Federal agency
Non-profit
Private party
Other:

Impiementation
Education

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

1.) The truthfulness of all representations in their propesal;

2.} The individual signing the form is entitled 1o submit the application on behalf of the
applicant {if the applicant is an entity or organization); and

[N
pu—

The persan submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest and

cenfidentiality discussion in the PSP (Section 2.4) and waives any and afl rights 10 privacy

ang gonfidenuality of the proposal on behaif of the gpplicant, to the exten: as provided in the

Secuon.

Willon B Fryer

Printed name of applicant

L llon B T

Signature of applicant
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TUOLUMNE RIVER SPECIAL RUN POOL 10 RESTORATION

L TITLE PAGE
Project Manager
Turlock Trrigation District
333 East Canal Drive
Turlock, CA 95380

Wilton Fryer
Water Planning Department Manager
209-883-8316 '
FAX 209-656-2143
e-mail: whiryer@tid.org

APPLICANT: '
The Turlock Lrigaiion Distriet (TID) is a California irrigation district, a political
subdivision of the State of California. TID is a tax exempt public agency.

CONTACTS:
For contract and project administration: Wilton Fryer
For fishery and habitat details: Tim Ford
209-883-8275
FAX 209-636-2143
e-nail: tjford@ainet.com
PARTICIPANTS:

Tuolumne River Technical Advisory Committee (FRTAC) made up of the Turlock
Irrigation District {TID), Modesto Irrigation District (MID), City & County of San
Francisco (CCSF), California Dept. of Fish & Game (CDFG), and the US Fish &
Wildlife Service (USFWS), Collaborating stakeholder groups with TRTAC are the
Tuolumne River Preservation Trust, Friends of the Tuolumne, California Sports Fishing
Protection Alliance, Bay Area Water Users Association, East Stanislaus Resource
Conservation District, National Marine Fishery Service (NMFS),and local mining
operators and landowners.

COST SHARE PARTICIPANTS:
Turlock Irrigation Disuict, Moedesto Irrigation District, and City & County of San
Francisco through the TRTAC and the US Fish & Wildlife Service AFRP.
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TUOLUMNE RIVER SPECTAL RUN POOL 10 RESTORATION

. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
CSUBMITTED BY:  TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

DESCRIPTION:

The Special Run Pool (SRP) 10 Restoration Project involves restoration of instream
aquatic hahitat and shaded riverine aquatic habitat and reduction of predatory fish habitat for the
primary henefit of San Joaquin River fall-run chinook salmon. The project will rebuild a select
portion of the Tuolumne River channel, at river mile 25.4, (approximately 15 miles east of
Modesto) where past instream gravel mining created a Iarge deep lake area in the main channel.
That changed the habitat to one that favors warm water predator species like largemouth bass.
This project will return this portion of the river to a more natural, dynamic morphology that will
improve, restore and proiect instrearn and riparian habitat for fall run chinook salmon survival,
including restoring hydrological and geomorphic processes. The channel will be reformed into
an 500 foot wide riparian flood plain re-creating = riffle and run pattern that follows the restored
meander channel of the river along with native vegetation planted on fill terraces in a mix similar
1o that found on undisturbed segments of the river. This is the second of two adjacent SRP
restoration projects, SRP's 9 & 10, in this reach of the river.

BIOLOGICAL OBJECTIVES:

Reduce salmonid fish predator habitat.

Restore and increase habitat for natural salmon production.

Reconstruct natural channel geometry scaled to current channel forming flows.
Restore native riparian plant communities within their predicted hydrological
regime.

Rl b

TASKS & SCHEDULLS:

The CEQA/NEPA mitigated EA/IS, permitting, for both SRP 9 & 10 is being funded
under current AFRP cantracts and contributions from TID, MID, and CCSF. Construction
funded by AFRP and CALFED, in the upstream SRP 9, will start in June 1999 and will be
completed in March 2000, including revegetation, Construction of SRP 10 requires two years
and would start in June 2001 and will be completed in March 2002, including revegetation.

JUSTIFICATION:

The fall-run chinook salmon in the tributaries of the San Joaguin River are currently
listed as a species of concern by the USFWS. Anadromous salmonid populations in the lower
Tuolumme River requira adequate ecosystem health to achieve and sustain their potential
productivity, Restoring and maintaining dynamic geomorphic processes are crucial for insuring
healthy river ecosystemns with natural productive salmonid populations. When complete
restoration of a river ecosystern is infeasible, as for alluvial rivers regulated by dams, limiting
factors, like predator habitat and poor quality riverine habitat, must be identified lor prioritizing
actions that would best improve the ecosysiem, particularly salmonid habitat, Predation on
juvenile salmon has been identified, through field studies in the Tuolumne River, as having a
sipnificant impact on survival of salmon in the Tuolumne River. Currently nearly all naturally
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produced salmon juveniles and smolts must pass through SRP 10 on their out migration.

BUDGET:

The total project budget is estimated to be $4,593,000. The CALFED is being asked to
fund $2,179,000 or 47% of SRP 10 project costs. This is $1,785,000 for consituction, $54,000
for project management, $161,000 for construction management, and a $179,000 construction
contingency. The USFWS AFRP is being asked to find the balance of the construction,
$2,384,000, including $174,000 for praject monitoring and $234,000 for revegetation.

APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS:

Since 1971, TID, MID, and CCSF have, in cooperation with DFG and USFWS,
monitored river conditions and developed programs that enhanee natural production of fall-run
salmon. Tim Ford has been the staff biologist for the TII} and MID since 1981, The firms EA
Engineering and Stillwater Sciences, have been vonducting numercus studies [or the Districts on
the current salmon habitat since 1987, The firm McBain & Trush, geomorphology consultants,
have expericnce in developing restoration plans for river systems in California. The firm HDR
Engineering will provide vonsiruction design and management,

MONITORING PTAN:

A project specific monitoring plan was developed as part of the mitigation measures in
the EA/IS prepared for this project. The monitoring plan is designed to compliment the overall
river-wide monitoring program in the EIS for the FERC Settlement Agreement and Order for the
Don Pedro Project. The basic components of the SRP monitoring plan are:

1. Physical habitat chanpes: Pre and post construction changes will be recorded
to assure that the desired channel contowrs and cross sections were built as
designed and to assess geomorphological changes after major flood events.

2. Riparian habitat changes: Revegetation will require annual inspections during
the first few years to confirm survival of planted materials and perform replanting
if deemed necessary, followed with periodic assessment of natural changes in the
vegetation mix.

3. Fish population changes: This will involve evalnation of pre and post project
changes in habitat conditions for both fish predators and salmon. Monitoring
criteria would include items such as flow velocity, temperature, transit time
through the stream channel, and sampling or observations of fish populations and
riffle spawning conditions.

LOCAL SUPPORT, COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROGRAMS:

This is the second SRP project appraved by the TRTAC participants, Coordination
meetings have already been held with the atfected landowners in the project area and with
federal, state and county agencies. Recognizing that their individual concerns need to be
addressed, the landowners have been cooperative and supportive of the project. USTWS has
been supportive of the project and is continuing to work with TID to obtain AFRP funding for
the overall project.

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP: SRP 1} 3 f3 APRIL 1999
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TUOLUMNE RIVER SPECIAL RUN POOL 10 RESTORATION
1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A, LOCATION

The Special Run Pool 10 Restoration Project will rebuild a 2,100 foot long pertion of the
Tuolumne River channel, starting at river mile 25.4, downstream of the Geer Road bridge
crossing the Tuolumne River, approximately 15 miles east of Modesto in Stanislaus County
shown in Figure 1. The project location on the Tuolumne River is shown in Figure 2.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND APPROACH

The Tuolumne River Technical Advisory Committee (TRTAC), under the auspices of the
1695 Don Pedro Project Settlement Agreement (FERC License No. 2299), have developed the
final draft of a plan to restore insiream aquatic habitat and shaded riverine aquatic habitat for the .
primary benefit of San Joaquin fall-run chinook salmon in the Tuolumne River below La Grange
dam. The TRTAC specifically identified both SRP ¢ & SRP 10 as prime “predator isolation”
projects for the Tuolumne River. On behalf of the TRTAC, the firm of McBain & Trush has
developed the project concept design for the proposed habitat restoration work based on
geomorphology and fluvial process in a reforested riparian floodplain.

These two adjacent restoration segments including their associated revegetation arc to be
reconstructed over a three to four year period, with SRP 9 to be reconstructed first starting in
1999 followed by SRP 10 starting in 2001. These two SEPs are stand alone projects, however the

-CEQA/NEPA mitigated EA/IS and permitting are being done together to facilitate future
CALFED and AFRP funding for the SRP 10 civil design, revegetation design, and restoration
construction. SRP 9 is planned for two years of construction to meet the diesel emissions
constraints of the local air resources district. The Air Resources District mitigation proposed in
the EA/TS indicated that construction of SRP 9 should be over a period of two years becausc of
the magnitude of construction planned for the first year in the Mining Reach restoration projects.
SRP10 is also anticipated to take twa years to construct given the large volume of imported fill
material involved. The landowners adjacent to the SRP projects have asked the TID to seek a
variance thai would allow SRP 9 to be constructed in the original 1year period to minimize
impacts to their land and farming operations.

The SRP restoration work consists of filling in deep (10 10 34 feet below normal channel
grade in SRP 10) lake like pool areas created by past instream gravel mining and re-creating a
riffle and run pattern that follows the restored meander channel of the river. The channel will be
reformed into a 500 foot wide riparian floodplain complete with native vegetation planted on fill
terraces in a mix similar to that found along undisturbed segments of the river. The aerial extent
of the project area including the restoration work proposed is shown in EA\S Figure 5. A
typical cross-section through the restored area is shown in Figure 3, The reconstructed floodway
channel cress-section will be hydraulically sized Lo be an active riverine chanmel at currently
regulated flows. These flows periodically could reach as high as 15,000 cfs for short periods.
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The rebuilt channel is sized assuming a river stage elevation that results from full grown riparian
forest vegetation at design flows. It is anticipated and planned that during such high flow events
there will he some movement of the channel within the flood plain to expose added spawning
materials and clean existing spawning gravels. To minimize long term fisture maintenance
expenditures, this restoration work is being designed with the intent to provide a self maintaining
riparian floodway channel once the revegetation is completed and established.

R. GENERAL CONDITIONS OF PROPOSED WORK

The SRP 9 & SRP 10 projects were originally developed as one project because of their
proximity to each other along the river. From a practical construction and funding point of view,
they are two projects, each with a very similar scope of work. Lessons leamed in first
constructing the smaller SRP 9, will be incorporated in adjusting the final design of SRP 10.
Bath projects will use the same access route to the local road system.

The heavy reconstruction work in the river is anticipated to be limited for fishery reasons
to an annual opportunity window of about 90 workdays from mid-June to mid-October when
salmon are not as abundant in the river. It may be possibie to stockpile fill materials at the site
before the 90 day period to reduce the truck traffic during the construction period. Construction
above the water level can proceed atter 15 October, but should be completed before December to
avoid the potential of early flood releases damaging incomplete work and to allow for
revegetation planting. The restoration plantings are also seasonally restricted to the winter
months when planting materials are dormant.

The CEQA and NTiPA, through a mitigated EAMS, started in June 1998 and will be
completed by June 1999 for SRP 9. Construction design, revegetation design, permitiing and
acquisition of conservation easements are scheduled for SRP 10 in 2000 using AFRP funding,
with construction in 2001 and 2002. The funding requests may be divided along the different
design, construction, and revegetation clements of the project for ease of managing and tracking
the differing funding sources.

The materials for this project will need to be imported into the site, The anticipated
sources of materials are deposits of dredger tailings along the upper Tuolumne River. One
benefit of using the tailings from the Tueclumne is thal it may be possible to restore additional
floodplain habitat during the mining of the excavation arcas. We intend to utilize some of the
clean rock materials frotn January 1997 flood debris excavated from La Grange reservoir. This
will reduce ceonomic impacts on local aggrepate supplies because these materials are of little
cconomic value as aggregate, Alternatively, the material could come from active off channel and
off site gravel mining areas between Geer Read and La Grange. The project EA/IS identified
and addressed mitigation for utilization and transpottalion of the various sources of restoration
materials available for this project. Additionally there are tailing deposits near Snelling along the
Merced River that might be available. The materials cost estimates were originally based on the
La Grange reservoir source and include excavation, hauling, and haul road construction costs
from 1997, These cost estimates now compare favorably with purchasing materials from locally
permitted sources that represent shorter haul distances because current highway and construction
demands have significantly increased the cost of the local aggregate materials.

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP: SRP {0 5 13 APRIL 1999
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Recreation of the riparian {loodway habitat zone raises an issue of long term maintenance
of project improvemenis. TID and MID will jointly hold conservation casements from willing
sellers that protects the public investment, but at the same time protects the landowner property
rights.
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IV, ECOLOGICAL & BIOLOGICAL BENEFITS
A, EXPECTED PRQJECT BENEFITS

Reduce salmonid fish predator habitat.

Restare and increase habitat for natural salmon production.

Reconstruet natural channel gecometry scaled to current channel forming, flows.
Restore native riparian plant communities within their predicted hydrological
regime.

B

The SRP reach projects address the ERPP objectives and visjons for the Tuglimne River
Ecological Unit identified on pages 409 & 410 of the ERPP Vol. II. These include restoration of
stream & riparian habitat; ecological processes; gravel racruitment, transport, and cleaning
processes; a diverse self-sustaining riparian corridor; and predator reduction.

B. BACKGROUND & TECHNICAL JUSTIFICATION

The Tuolumne River is a major ttibutary of the San Joaquin River. The Don Pedio
Project is the largest reservoir located above the fall-run chinook salmon spawning reach on the
Tuolumne. Don Pedro Reservoir is owned by the Turlock Irrigation District (TID) and the
Moeodesto Irrigation District (MID) and {s licensed by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC).

The fall run chinook salmon in the tributaries of the San Joaguin River are currently listed
as a species of concern by the USFWS, Anadromous salmonid populations in the lower
Tuolumne River require adequate ecosystem health 1o achieve and sustain their potential
productivity. Restoring and maintaining dynamic geomorphic processes are crucial for insuring
healthy river scosystems with namral productive salmonid populations. When complete
restoration of a river ecosystem is infeasible, as for alluvial rivers regulated by dams, limiting
factors, like predator habitat and poor quality riverine habitat, must be identified for prioritizing
actions that would best improve the ecosystem, particularly salmonid habitat. Predation on
juvenile salmon and smolts has been identified, through field studies, as having a significant
impact on survival of salmon in the Tuolumne River. Currently nearly all naturally produced
juvenile salmon must pass through SRP 9 and SRP 10. Reducing predator habitat by
reconstructing a riparian floodplain meets these desired priority actions.

The TRTAC specifically identified habitat conditions to be improved to enhance natural
salmon production in the Tuolumne River. The TRTAC has developed the final draft of an
integrated, long-term fish and riparian habitat restoration plan and monitoring program for the
Tuolumne River below La Grange Dam that utilizes adaptive management for enhancing the
natural production of salmon. The TRTAC and the AVRP have each funded $117,500 towards
this integrated restoration plan. Initial public meetings were held with staff from the City of
Modesto and Stanislaus County public works and planning agencies in December 1998.
Adoption of a final plan is scheduled for June 1999, The plan divides the river into four basic
reaches with 14 segments representing specific types of restoration projects within each reach.
There are projects that focus on restoration of geomorphic processes, others on riparian
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restoration and predator reduction, and still others deal with gravel re-introduction, cleaning, and
sediment managemenl.

The Tuolumne River supports a population of fall-tun chinook salmon, whose numbers
have fluctuated from 40,000 figh in 1983, to a low of 100 fish in 1991, and is on another upward
swing with 7,000 spawners in 1997 and 8,900 in 1998. The underlying premise of this project is
that by creating the proposed sustainable riverine habitat both (he-native fishery and riparian
specics will benefit and stressors will be reduced. The impacts of predators on smolt survival are
based on feeding studies, conducted by EA Engineering for the Districts. The prime target of
this project is to improve the survival of juvenile salmon and smolts by reducing the habitat of
introduced predator species, primarily largemouth bass. The riparian reforestation is intended to
provide foad and shade for the juvenile salmon, There is the added benefit to terrestrial species
in providing a more continuous corridor of riparian habitat in the restored areas. The restored
channel sinuosity is intended to provide a sustainable and dynamic river morphology, i.e.,
infrequent flood-relaied channel-bed movement with periodic scour, that partially or fully
restores the processes associated with natural salmon production and survival.

This proposed restoration project provides long term low maintenance predator conirol
combined with habitat restoration. This can be contrasted with an annual system of non-selective
predator control, such as electroshocking, tournament fishing, poisoning, ete., that has a lower up
front cost. However, this altemative solution requires continued annual expenses, is of limited
effectiveness in tarpeting the primary predators, has unfavorable social consequences, and does
not meet the intent of the CALFED solutions by providing an improved self sustaining riverine
habitat for salmon. Such alternatives will not be considered further,

TiD & TRIAC CALFED PSP: SRP 10 g 13 APRIL 1999

I —013935

|-013935



A\ TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY & TIMING
A, IMPLEMENTABILITY

This is the fifth of several restoration projects being proposed for the Tuolumne River
based on the Habitat Restoration Plan developed by the TRTAC. The staff will continue to work
closely with the affected landowners in the development of sile specific adjustments to the
preliminary plans, The firm TDAW, Inc. was hired to assist with the CEQA, WEPA, and
permitting work. The NEPA portion was jeintly developed by the USFWS and coordinated with
the AI'RP program. A mitigated EA/IS was jointly developed between the TID, as project
manager & lead agency, and the USFWS as a Federal funding agency. The EA/IS tiers off the
1995 EIS for the FERC Settlement Agreement for the Don Pedro Project. Public and agency
comments were heard in July and August 1998 and the comments focused on economic issues of
compensation for conservation easements and lost availability of aggrepate supplies. No
envirommental comments were recelved. An addendum to the proposed miligation measures
addressing the comments received is being finalized with adopticn anticipated in June 1999,

The mitigation is designed to avoid a take of listed specics such that take permits under ESA \
CESA will not be required.

The flood of 1997 created a breach in the dike that separates SRP 10 from the abandoned
off channel mining pit exposing an additional source of bass predation. CALFED has tunded
repair of this dike breach along with an additional year of pre-project monitoring in 1999 because
it was anticipated that a request for project funding would be re-submitted for the full channel
restoration of SRP 10 starting in 2001,

The following is a list of the anticipated permits and agencies being acquired with the
assistance of the firm EDAW.

1) A 404 Fill & Dredge Permit from the USCOE, including a wetlands delineation.
2) A1600 Series Streambed Alleralion Agreement from CDFG.

3) A lease and Boundary Delineation finding from (he State Lands Commission.
4y A RWQCB 401 waiver for water quality.

5) An Encroachment Permit from the Reclamation Board.

The map, Figure 5 from the EA/IS, shows how the typical design and restoration
treatments are inteprated for both SRP 9 and SRP 10 between river mile 25.1 and 26.0.
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VI. MONITORING & DATA COLLECTION

A, MONITORING PLAN

A detailed mitigation and monitoring plan was developed with the project EA/IS. The
basic monitoring program over Lhe life of the restoration project, including costs, is summarized
in Table 1. The monitoring and data collection that wili be used to track the above activities is
outlined in Table 2. The monitoring plan can be prouped into three basic areas.

1. Physical habitat changes:
Pre and post construction changes will be recorded from the as-built engineering
drawings. This assures that the desired channel contours and cross sections were
built as desipned and these as-built records can be used to assess future
geomorphological changes after major floed events.

2. Riparian habitat changes:
Revegetation will require annual inspections during the first few years to confirm
survival of planted materials, perform replanting if deemed necessary, and to
assess natural changes in the vegelalion mix. Monitoring vegetation would then
be reduced to evaluations after significant flood events. The layout of planting
modules is designed to facilitate monitoring. There are 20 different hexagonal
planting unils classed by predominant vegetation type. These planting units are
grouped together to recreate the diverse mosaic patches and sirings of vegcetation
found on undisturbed areas of the Tuolumne. The center point for any “hex” that
can be relocated at a later date from the as-built drawings,

3. Fish population changes:
This will involve evaluation of pre and post project changes in habitat conditions
for both fish predators and salmon. Monitoring critetia would include items such
as [low velocity, temperature, comparisons of estimated transit time through the
old vs. new stream channel, combined with sampling and observations of fish
populations and spawning riffle conditions.

Pre project monitoring started in 1998, Post project monitoring will start after the
completion of the 7\11 Segment and increase as more segments are restored. Generally the
project funded monitoring for a given segment will extend for 2 vears after the completion of
construction and revepetatdon. The project specific monitoring was designed to compliment the
fishery monitoring requiremnents of the FERC Settlement Agreement. Annual monitoring
summaries will be provided to the TRTAC. The first level of peer review for monitoring comes
from the biologists that make up the regular representation on the TRTAC. There is a
monitoring subcommittee of the TRTAC charged with close technical review of the FSA and
project specific monitoring. Recently the UC Davis Cenilers for Water and Wildland Resources
was asked to evaluate competing fry and smolt survival methods currently used on the Tuolumne
River. Stillwater Sciences provides technical design of monitoring programs and statistical
analysis of the results.
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Table 1.  SRP Monitoring schedule based on a sequence of hypothesized flows, to illustrate monitoring elements.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2008 2007 | 2008
Hypothetical annual peak dischargs in cfs 3650 7280 | 2980 1200 10400 3010 6870 [
CONSTRUCTION SRP 9 SRP 10 B
MONITORING ELEMENTS 1 -
SRPO
GEOMORPHOLOGY| Pb ab,rx m, n, xs, tha o xs, thal]  xs xs, thal
FISHERIES|ef sv, map| ef sv, i ef sv, sss]ef, sv, ss8 Sss 558 §55 SESH
map, 88
RIPARIAN ab, pp, $ 3 pp PP pp o
SRP 10 I o I
GECMORPHOLOGY| Fb ab, rx, xs, thal o, xs, thal]  xs xs, thal
FISHERIESef, sv, map| ef sv [ef sv,sss{ ef sv, Sss 558 588 sas#
: map, 555
RIPARIAN ab. pp, 3 5 PP ep 34
[MONTTORING BUDGET T
Geomarphic Pracesses 1,600 3,500 20,900 0 0 18,500 15,600 3,900 ¥ 0
Fisheries Resources 75,700 56,400 58,500 51,100 4,200 2,100 0 0 0 0
Riparian Resources i B,200 0 16,300 8,200 8,200 16,300 0 8,200 0
~ Annual Report 3,900 4,600 5,400 5,200 3,100 7,700 5,000 4,100 900 400
TOTAL 81,200 72,700 85,800 72,600 15,500 37,500 37,500 8,000 9,100 400;

Geomomphology symbols: pb=pre-hilt channef topography: ab=as-built channel topography; n=manning’s
tracer rocks; thal= channel vertical adjustment with thalweg prefile;
xs= channel planform adjustment with cross-section profiles; *=bed mobility ohserved;
Fisheries symbols: ef=bass abundance by electrofishing; sv=smolt survival estimate; map=habitat mapping; sss=annual spawning and seining surveys; #
denotes that spawning surveys will occur annuglly by CDFG
Riparian symbols: pb=pre-built vegetation; ab=as-built vegetation; pp=project performance plots; bio=bioenginesrad bank protection; $=last year of irrigation

"n"hydraviic calculation, ne= bed maobitity with

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP:

SRP 16

1

13 APRIL 1999



Oreel0-|

OF6¢€ !l 0—

Table 2 Turlock Irrigation District AFRP — CALFED Project Monitoring Plan Summary
Project: Tuolumne River - Special Run Poal (SRP) 10 1 Apr 99
Summary of Ecological & bioiogical objectives, hypotheses, and moniforing parameters and approaches:
1) Objective:  Reduce salmon fish predator habitat

Monitoring Parameter Data Evaluation Approach Comments

Hypothesis

A. Reduce predation from non-
native species with elimination of
habitat created by in-channel
mining pits.

Pre vs. post project construction
changes.

MeasLre channel cross sections
after construction. Using as-built
drawings and topographic and
photogrametry data.

Largemouth & smallmouth bass
are the primary target spacies.

Conversion of habitat Compare temperature, flow
. velocity, transit time estimates,
ete., under pre & post construction
conditions.
Predator population density Pre and Post construction surveys | Snorkel and electro-fishing

of fish populations.

Salmon Smolt survival

Multiple mark recapture of smolts
using RST below site.

In conjunction with river wide
monitoring program

2) Objective:

Restore and increase habitat for natural salmon production

Hypothesis

Monitoring Parameter

Data Evaluation Approach

Comments

|'A. Restore slternate bar (pool

Pre vs. post construction and

Measure channel cross sections

As-Built drawing becomes starting

riffie) morphology. topographic changes. after construction from as-built point for fluvial process
. drawings. monitoring.
B. Restore spawning hahitat. Area of riffles created fram Evaluate use dusing spawning

channel re-censtruction

period, redd counts, stc.

11D & TRTAC CALFED PSP:

SRP {0 12

I3APRIL 1999




LFEELO

¥ 6 €1 0—

3) Chjective:

Reconstruct a naturai channg! geometry scaled to current channel ferming flows

Hypothesis

Monitoring Parameter

Dala Evaluation Approach

Comments

A. Geornorphologicat & fluvial

process occur at channel forming

flows (5,000 cfs}

Channel thalweg movemern

Measure cross sections after flow
events of predetermined
magnitude.

Frequency of occurrence subject
to random timing of flow events.
Target three samples.

4) Objective:  Restore native riparian plant scommunities within their predicted hydrologieal regime

Hypothesis

Monitoring Parameter

Data Evaluation Approach

Comments

A. Composition and distribution of
native riparian vegetation can be
re-established.

Survival: 90 % 1% year, 70 % 2™
year, & 60 % 3" year with 10 %
increase in cover in same period.

Set up permanent plofs to track
survival. Evaluate vigor, size,
species dominance, canopy
caverage, efc.

Plants will be irigated for year 1 &
2

B. Establish different plant series
on appropriate reconstructed

: geomorphic surfaces.

Pre & Post construction vegetation
mapping.

20 separate landscape types.
based on a 50 fi wide hexagon
planting unit, will be used to re-
create plant community diversity
within flood plain.

Protection from beavers will be
necessary.

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP:
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VII. LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

A THIRD PARTY IMPACTS

The parties most dircetly impacted by the proposed project are the local landowners, The
TID staft and consultants starled working with local stakeholders in 1997 and wiil continue to
meet with the atfected stakeholders to listen to and address their individuel concemns.
Recognizing those individual concerns, the landowners have been cooperative and suppottive of
the project. While the mining operators are not landowners in the project area, they are included
in the stakeholder meetings because the importation of the aggregate for the two SRP projects
will impact their operations. Periodic meeting arc held with the executive committee of the 35
landowners that will be involved with all six restoration projects the TRTAC has identified, even
those not yet funded. Typical discussions al these meeting include restoration project activities,
terms and conditions in conscrvation easements, ROW appraisal processes, USFWS hazardous
material survcys, project design issues, etc. The Districts have initiated sending a restoration
news letter to the land owners in addition to the meeting minutes sent from the land owner
committee,

The formal process to acquire necessary conservation easements for the first phase of
construction in the Mining Reach started in February 1999 and will be followed in April for SRP
9. The SRP 9 and SRP 10 projects involve the same two landowners, The landowners and
mining operators have asked that design and ROW engineering be completed prior to entering
into formal agreements such as Rights of Entry for Construction and Conservation Easements,
For the SRP 10 projeet this work will not be completed until fall 2000.

QOutreach meetings have been held with City of Modesto and Stanistaus County public
works and planning agency stafts starting in December 1998. The Stanislaus County planning
department is actively involved with the Project induced modifications to the use permits for the
mining operations in the project arcus. Further meetings are scheduled for May and June 1999,
The EA/IS for the four projects in the Mining Reach went through a public hearing in June 1998,
The commenis received are being addressed in the amended mitigation plan for the EAMS. The
[inal EAS is due for adoption in June 1999 and it outlines the mitigation and monitoring that
are 10 be followed to minimize impacts assaciated with the restoration activities.

Attached is the notice for the EAUS that was sent in June 1997 to the landowners, mining
interests and agencies shown on the associaied mailing lists. Copies of the notice letters for this
phase of the project that were sent to the Stanislaus County Board of Supervisors and Planning
Department are attached.

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP: SRP 10 14 13 APRIL 1999
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TTUOLUMNE RIVER TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Dow PEDRO PROJECT - FERC LICENSE 2299

MODESTO IRRIGATION LUSTRICT

TURLOCK [RRIGATION DISTRICT

CIty & COUNTY OF SaN FRANCISCD
CALIFORNLA DEPARTMENT OF FISH & CAME
U. 8. [18H & WILDLIEE SERVICE

Wilton Fryer

Restoration Program Manager
Turlock Irrigation District
333 East Canal Drive
Turlock, CA 95381-0949

Dear Mr. Fryer:

3313 Easi Canal Drive
Turlouk, CA 953810948
Thone: (209) 883-8275
Fax: (209) 656-2147
Crail: tjiford@nid org

April 7, 1999

The Tuolumne River Technical Advisory Committee (TRTAC) is a product of the 1995 Dun Pedro Project
FERC Settlement Agreement (FSA). The FSA is a precedent-setting document signad by 11 parties
representing water agencies, lishery agencies, and environmental groups. The TRTAC is presently engaged
in preparing a Habitat Restoration Plan for the 52-mile reach known as the Lower Tuolumne River, from La
Grange Dam ta the San Joaquin River. The FSA, the habitat plan, and saimon restoration plans developed
by both the CDFG and US Fish and Wildlife Service, all recognize the importance of and the need for

improvements from existing conditions.

The TRTAC supports the proposal for the SRP 10 project submitted by you on behalf of the TRTAC. This
project will continue the restoration effort to improve salmon and riparian habitat conditions in this reach of
the Tuolumne River, The TRTAC believes this project represents an important restoration action consistent
with the draft [Habitat Restoration Plan and will complement other restoration projects that are underway in

the Tuolumne River carridor.

Authorized by and signed on behalf of the TRTAC,

-
/m M
Tim Ford

Coordinator, TRTAC
Turlock and Modesto Irrigation Districts

George Neillands
California Department of Fish and Game

Susan Boring
U. 8. Figh and Wildlife Service

Ron Yoshivama
City and County of San Francisco

CC: TRTAC distribution

Tim Ramirez
Tuolumne River Preservation Trost

John Farnkopf
Bay Area Water Users Association

Dave Boucher
Friends of the Tuolumne
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TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT ~5° Binesdzam ans
333 EAST CANAL DRIVE .
POST OFFICE BOX 949
TUALOCK, CALIFORNIA §5381
(2081 BE3-8300
13 April 1999

Ron Freitas, Director

Stanislaus County Dept. of Planning

1100 H St., 2" Floor

Modesto, CA 95354

RE:  Salmon Habitat Restoration Construction Projects

Dear Mr, Freitas,

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program has developed a Proposal Selicitation Package for
funding Ecosystem Restoration Projects and Programs in 1999 and 2000. The Turlock and
Modesto Irrigation Districts have been actively working on several fall-run salmon habitat
restoration projects along the Tuolumne River since 1997. The TID is the program manager for
these projects and coordinator for the Tuolumne River Technical Advisory Committee, TRTAC,
which oversees the development of the projects.

This letter is a formal notice that on behalf of the TRTAC, the TID will be submitting
two restoration proposals to CALFED for funding in 2000. The first is called Mining Reach No.
3, Wamer-Deardorff Segment and is located between River Mile 36.5 and 35.1 below the
Roberts Ferry Bridge. The second is called SRP 10, located at River Miie 23 below the Geer
Road Bridge. Project work in 2G00 would consist of engineering design, ROW acquigition, and
permitting. We anticipate the actual construction would start in 2001and end in 2002,

These two projects are a continuation of the work started in 1998 with the filing of a
mitigated EA\IS for all six projects currently identified by the TRTAC, We are actively working
on these projects with Bob Kachel of your staff. Currently CALFED and the US Fish &
Wildlife Service Anadromous Fish Restoration Program have funded the first three projects.
Construction on the first two projects is anticipated to start late this summer.

If you have any questions please call me at 2029-883-8316.

Sincerely,
TURI.JOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Wilton B. Frver, P.E.
Water Planning Department Manager

whi: \fercirestpl an\cal fed\PSPplanningletter??.doc

D
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TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT
333 EAST CANAL DRIVE
POST OFFICE BOX 9439
TURLOCK, CALIFORMNIA 95381
(209) B23-83C0
13 April 1999
Ray Simon, Chairman '
Stanislaus County Board of Supervisors
1100 H St., 2" Floor

Modesto, CA 95354
RE: Salmon Habitat Restoration Construction Projects
Dear Mr. Simon,
The CALFED Bay-Delta Program has developed a Proposal Solicitation Package for

funding Ecosystem Restoration Praojects and Programs in 1999 and 2000. The Turlock and
Modesto [rrigation Districts have been actively working on several fall-run saimon habitat

_ restoration projects along the Tuolumne River since 1997. The TID is the program manager for

these projects and coordinator for the Tuolumne River Technical Advisary Committee, TRTAC,
which oversees the development of the projects.

This letrer is a formal notice that on behalf of the TRTAC, the TID will be submitting
two restoration proposals to CALFED for funding in 2000. The first is called Mining Reach No.
3, Warner-Deardorff Segment and is located between River Mile 36.5 and 35.1 below the
Roberts Ferry Bridge. The second is called SRP 10, located at River Mile 25 below the Geer
Road Bridge. Project work in 2000 would consist of engineering design, ROW acquisition, and
permitting. We anticipate the actual construction would start in 2001and end in 2002.

These two projects are a continuation of the work started in 1998 with the filing ofa
mitigated EAVIS for all six projects currently identified by the TRTAC. We are actively working
on these projects with Ron Freitas and Bob Kachel of the Planning Department staff. Currently
CALFTD and the US Fish & Wildlife Service Anadromous Fish Restoration Program have
funded the first three projects. Construction on the first two projects is anticipated to start late
this summer.

If vou have any questions please call me at 2029-883-8316,

Sincerely,
TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Wilton B. Fryer, P.E.
Water Planning Department Manager

whf: \ferc\restplancal fed\PSPplanninglaters?. doc
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GRAVEL MINING REACH &
SPECIAL RUN POOLS 9/10

Dear Interested Parties:

Enclosed for your review and comment is the draft environmental assessment and initial study (EA/IS)
for two restoration and mitigation projects (“proposed action™) on the Tuolumne River in Stanislaus
County, California. The upstream Gravel Mining Reach project extends along six miles of the river
between Waterford and Roberts Ferry from River Mile (RM) 34.3 to 40.3; and the downstream Special
Runt Pools 9 and 10 project is within a one-mile reach immediately downstream of Fox Grove County
Park from RM 25.2 to 25.9. The two projects are identified as priority actions in the Anadromous Fish
Restotation Program Tuolumne River Ripsrian Zone Improvements, and the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) for the Reservoir Release Reguivements for Fish at the New Don Pedro Project,
California. This EA/IS is tiered from the FEIS, which is incorporated by reference into the document.

The proposed action would rehabilitate the channel and floodplain system and improve natural
geomorphic functions fo restore and maintain instream and floodplain habitats for the benefit of salmon
and ather native riparian species. Following implementation of the first phase, the success of the
proposed action will be evaluated and, based on the results of evaluatjon, the remaining phases of the
proposed action will be fine-tuned to improve success. In support of this adaptive management strategy,
a monitoring plan (alse enclosed) will be implemented to assess progress toward meeting the objectives
of the proposed action, and to minimize environmental impacts described in the EA/IS. For the purposes
of the analysis, three alternatives to the proposed action are identified, including the no-action alternative.

The public review period for this document will end 435 days after publication of a notice of availability in
-the Modesto Bee. Comments or requests for more information should be addressed to:

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service Turlock Irrigation District
Sacramento Field Office . Water Planning Department

{Artn: John Brooks) or (Attn: Wilton Fryer)

3310 ElI Camino Avenue, Suite 130 333 East Canal Drive - PO Box 949
Sacramento, CA 953821-6340 Turlock, CA 95381-0949
(916)979-2745 (209) 883-8316

A public meeting of the Turlock Irrigation District Board of Directors will be held on Tuesday, June 23,
1998, at 10:30 a.m. at the Turlock Irrigation District, 333 East Canal Drive, Turlock. Comments on the
EA/IS can also be presented at that mesting. Copies of the EA/LS can be reviewed at the locations listed
above and at those listed at the end of this notice.

Sincerely,

TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Wilton B. Fryer, P.E. Wayne White, Field Supervisor
Water Planning Department Manager Sacramento Field Office

Enclosure

|l —013946
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Tlered Environmental Assessment and
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Anadromous Fish Restoration Program
Tuclumne River Riparian 2one Improvements

Gravel Mining Reach & Special Run Pools 9/10
Restoration and Mitigation Projects

Sacramento Field Office
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
Sacramente, California

Turlock Irrigation District
Turlock, California

May 15, 1988
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OWNER OPERATOR LIST

Rowe Barney 19400 Yosemite Rd.  Waterford CA 95386 008-07-35 7-11 Reach
Don Crooker 21166 Yosemite Rd.  Waterford CA 95386 008-08-0B 7-11 Reach
Wendell Reed PO Box 3191 Medesto CA 95353 008-11-01 7-11 Reach
Lillian Riley 1539 Sayre St San Leandro CA 94579 00B-07-16 7-11 Reach
Ken Riley 14868 Saturn Dr San Leandro CA 94578 008-07-18 7-11 Reach
Wesley Sawyer 80D Roberts Fearry Rd. Waterford CA 95386 0C8-07-20 7-11 Reach
Wesley Sawyer 600 Roberts Ferry Rd. Waterford CA 95386 008-07-23 7-11 Reach
Tom Sawyer 618 Roberts Ferry Rd. Waterford CA 95386 D08-11-05 7-11 Reach
Wesley Sawyer 600 Roberts Farry Rd. Waterford Ca 95386 Q08-12-02 7-11 Reach
Mark van Overbee 880 Geer Court Modesio CA 98354 008-07-34 7-11 Reach
Betty Wynne 19411 Lake Rd. Hickman CA 95323 008-11-02 7-11 Reach
Anthony Donovan 17456 Mc Cormick St.  Turlock CA 95380 018-04-12 SRP94&10
Anthony Donovan 1745 Mc Cormick St.  Turlock CA 95380 018-04-13 SRP9 R 10
State of Calif Gen. Service P.O. Box 2048 Stockton CA 895201 018-03-08 SRP9 210
Wil Strester 879 Geer Rd. Modesto CA 95354 018-03-17 SRP9 & 10
Wi Streeter 879 Geer Rd. Modestc Ca 95354 018-03-20 SRP O & 10
Joe Ruddy P.O. Box 3042 Modeste CA 95353 . 008-05-10 Ruddy Reach
Joe Ruddy P.O. Box 1504 Modesta CA  §5353 008-068-04 Ruddy Reach
Joe Ruddy P.O. Box 1504 Modesto CA 95353 008-08-05 Ruddy Reach
Joe Ruddy P.O: Bex 1504 Modesto CA  ©5353 008-06-0B Ruddy Reach
Joa Ruddy P.O. Box 1504 Modesto CA  ©5323 008-10-01 Ruddy Reach
Joe Ruddy P.0. Box 1504 Modesto Ca 85353 008-10-23 Ruddy Reach
Joe Ruddy P.O. Box 1504 Medesto CA 95353 008-10-26 Ruddy Reach
State of Calif Gen. Service P.O. Box 2048 Stockton CA 95201 0QO08-10-32 Warner Reach
Ed Garcia 1136 Charies Rd. Hughson CA 85326 018-03-19 SRP 10
Adetine Solari 876 Charles Rd Hughson CA 95326 018-03-03 SRF 10
Douglas Starn 6621 Blue Gum Rd.  Hughson CA 95326 (018-03-14 SRP 10
Charles Claus 1012 Sristol Ln. Modesto Ca 95350 008-08-14 Warner Reach
Waiter Cearderff 18825 Lampley Rd,  Watarford CA 95323 008-09-15 Warner Reach
Roger Warner 307 Denton Rd. Hickman CA 95323 008-10-22 Warner Reach
Bret Warner 261 Denton Rd, Hickman CA 85323 008-10-34 Warner Reach
Kurt Warner 471 Denten Rd, Hickman CA 85323 0D8-10-35 Warner Reach
Hollis Warner 419 Denten Rd. Hickman CA - 95323 Q08-10-37 Warner Reach
Roger Warner 307 Denten Rd. Hickman CA 95323 008-10-38 Warner Reach
‘Charles Golding 15930 Lampley Rd.  Hickman CA 95324 (80-14-05 Reed Reach
Lillizn Hampton 16231 L.ampley Rd Hickman CA 65323 008-09-09 . Reed Reach
Joyce LaMunyon 500 Pauline Ave. Modesto CA  ©5358 080-14-03 Reed Reach
Linda Larrick 15648 Yosamite Blvd. Waterford CA 95323 (0BO-15-18 Reed Reach
Wendel! Reed P.O. Box 3191 Madesto CA 95353 008-05-14 Reed Reach
Rose Reed P.O. Box 3191 Modesto CA 05353 008-09-10 Reed Reach
Wendell Reed P.O. Box 3191 Modesto CA 95353 080-14-05 Reed Reach
Wendell Read P.O. Box 3191 Modesto CA 95353 00B-11-01 7-11 Reach
Carol Vierra P.C. Box 3161 Modesto CA 95383 operator . 7-11 Reach
Robert Wooley 18701 Lake Rd. Hickman CA 95323 Wynne tenant 7-11 Reach
William Brown P.C. Box 3042 Medesto CA  D5352 operator Ruddy Reach
Ron Turcotte P.C. Box 3042 Modesto CA 95352 gperator Ruddy Reach
Don Crooker 409 Greenwich Ct. Modesto CA 95350 (08-12-01 spurce

Linda Falasco P.C. Box 1111 Los Banos CA 93635 operator asso. CMAC

Phil Short 1376 Swanson Rd. Hughson CA 95326 TID Bd. Of Dir.
maillist2.xls PSPlist Page 1 4/8/89
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Tuolumne River Restoration AGENCY LIST Agencies
Ron Milligan Army Corp of Engineers 1325"J" St. Room 1430 Sacramento CA (95814 916-557-6726
Cindy Darfing 'CALFED 1416 Ninth St Suite 1155 Sacramento | CA (95814 9166572666
James Pompy Galif. Dept. of Conservation BO1 °K" St., MS 12-30 Sacramento | CA [95814-3531 016-445-1825
William Loudermilk  |Calif. Dept. of Fish & Game 1234 E. Shaw Ave. ‘Fresno CA 193710 209-222-3761
Steve Ford Calif. Dept. of nggr Resources 3251 "S” Street Sacramenlo CA |95816 916-227-7534
Kevin Faulkenbury Calif. Dept of Water Resourqg_ﬁ_;__ ~ 3374 E. Shields A_ve Fresno CA |93726 209-445—5286—
Wiliam |Jennings ~Calif. Sport Fishing Protection Alliance 3536 Rainier Ave. Stockion “CA 95204 208-464-5030
Dan | Steele 'CALTRANS Environmental Program | 1975 E. Charter Way Stockton CA (95201
Ron Yoshiyama  CCSF Dept. of WFCB, U.C. Davis Davis CA |98616  |91B-752.0208
Linda Falasco CV Rock Sand Gravel Asso. P.O. Box 1111 LosBanos | CA [93635 209-826-5955
ITom Taylor _ENTR_IX o 590 Ygnacio Valley # 200 Walnut Creek | CA |94586 510-935-8920
Barbara Ashworth FEMA, ~ |3895 Bleckley St. Mather CA |08655 N
John Schnagl FERC ] 888 First St, N.E, Washington | D.C. |20426 202-218-2661
|Dave & Allison Boucher Friends of the Tuolumne 2412 Hilo Lane Ceres © CA |95307 200 537-7532
John  7|Famkopf Hilton, Farnkopf, & Hobson 2201 Walnut Ave. Suite 280 Fremont ' CA 045382334 5107133273
Gort Hiebert J. Massey Aflantic Mutual 7 o 818-240-5530
Allen Shot 'Modesto Irrigation Distict ‘PO box 4060 Modesio CA 95382 |208-526-7405
Ghi Mableay National Marine Fishery Service 777 Sonoma Ave., Rm 325 Santa Rosa CA {95404
Michael ~~ |McElhiney  |NRCS ______ 711 County Cartter I, Suite B Modesta CA 195355 209-569-0497
Ranny Eckstrom - |Office of Emergency Services 2800 Meadowview Road Sacramento CA 105832 916-364-3359
fDonn Furman Office of the City Atiorney (CCSF) | 1390 Market St. Suite 260 San Francisco | CA 94102 415-554-3561
Zede Grader PCFFA. PO.Box783 Mendicino CA 195460 7079374145
Raymond Barsch Reclamation Board 1418 Ninth Strest Sacramento CA 95814 916-653-5434
Greg Vaughn Regional Water Quality Gontrol Bd.  |3443 Routier Rd., Suite A Sacramento CA |95827-3098
Art Jensen SFBAWUA 155 Bovet Road, Suite 410 San Matec CA 94402 650-348-3C00
Tracey Bettencourt | SJV Unified Air Pollution Controf Distri4130 Kiernnan Ave., Suite 130 Modeste CA 195356
Robert Kachel Stanislaus County Planning Dept. 1100 "H" Street Modeste CA 95354 209-525-6330
Diane Jones 'State Lands Commission 100 Howe Ave., Suite 100-South | Sacramento CA 195825 016-574-1843
Tim Ramirez Tuolumne River Preservation Trust  |Fort Mason Building C San Francisco | CA ]94123 415-252-3531
Phil Short Turlock imigation District 1376 Swanson Road Hughson CA losaze ‘1209-832-4374
fPaul Elias “Turlock {rrigation Districl P.O.Box 948 | Turlock CA 95831 200-883-821
Gary Taylor U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 3310 El Camino Ave,, Suite 130 |Sacramento | CA {95821 918-978-2117
John Brooks ‘0.8, Fish & Wiidiife Service 331D El Camino Ave,, Suite 130 [Sacramenta | CA 95821 916-072-2745
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VIII. COSTS AND SCHEDULES
A, BUDGET COSTS

The total project cost is estimated to be $4,593,000. The CALFED is heing asked to fund
47% of the project of the SRP 10 project costs. The total amount requested from CALFED is
$2,179,000, consisting of $1,785,000 for construction, $54,000 for project management (3%),
$161,000 for construction management (9%), and a $179,000 construction contingency (10%).
There are three phases of construction, in-channet fill, floodplain reconstruction, and
revegetation, for each side of the river, Approximately 293,000 cubic yards of fill will be needed
for this project. The attached Table 3, Project Budgel Summary, details the cost breakdown.
The USFWS-AFRP will also be asked to fund 52% of the project costs, or $2,384,000, including
$234.000 for revegetation and $174,000 in project monitoring. The Districts will be contributing
1% or $30,000 towards the monitoring and permitting costs. The project budget by funding
source is shown in Table 4. The quarterly funding estimates are shown in Table 5.

TID has been coordinating with several different agencies to obtain funding for the SRP 9
and SRP 10 projects. TID, MID, and CCSF have provided $100,000 through the TRTAC for
CEQA, NEPA (EA/IS) documentation, and permitting for the 7A11 Segment and SRP 9 and
funded $117,500 for the overall Habitat Restoration Plan and public outreach program. The
USFWS through AFRP is providing for pre-project monitering, construction design, and
portions of the Public Works construction separate from this CALFED reguest.

The costs of this restoration project compare favorably with estimates prepared by DWR
and CDIG for 4 Pumps financing of five planned predator isolation and habitat restoration
projects along 3.5 miles of the Merced River near Snelling.

B. SCHEDULE

The attached Gantt chart schedule, Figure 3, shows the basic components of SRF 9 and
SRP 10 restoration and the relationship to similar activities in the Mining Reach. The schedule
shows both SRP 9 and SRP 10 censtructed as projects constructed over a 2 year period.

This PSP request is for the Octaber 1999 funding cycle and is designed to assure that
funds for construction are available prior to bidding for the construction work that starts in the
summer of 2001. This will provide for a smooth continuum of construction that fits into the
seasonal limits on instream restoration construction. Such funding assurances also provide an
incentive for mobilized contractors to submit lower bids for future work.

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP: SRP 10 15 I3 APRIL 1999
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TABLE 3

PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY

TUOLUMNE RIVER SRP 10 REACH RESTORATION

SRP 10 SEGMENT Rm 25.6 to 25.1

Construction Task Description of work Cost Funding
from Figure 9 Source
Phase 2A South Bank Restore Channel 833,000 AFRP
Phase 2B South Bank Restore Flocdplain 358,000 AFRP
Phase 3A North Bank Restore Channel 1,249,000 CALFED
Phase 3B North Bank Restora Floodplain 536,000 CALFED
sub fotal 2,976,000
Phase 4 Revagetation 234,000 AFRP
All Phases Monitoring 2001 to 2003 174,000 AFRP
All Phases Conservation Easements 50,000 AFRP
Al Phases Design engineering 5% 161,000 AFRP
All Phases ROW Engineering 3% 98,000 AFRP
All Phases NEPA, CEQA, Permiis 30,000 DISTRICTS
All Phases Irrigation of Revegstation 20,000 AFRP
sub total 835,000
Contingency 10% 379,000
Construction Management 8% 289,000
Project Management 3% 114,000
sub totai 782,000
PROJECT TOTAL 4,593,000
Comments: The original SRP 9 & 10 proposal from McBain & Trush, Appendix 1,

had

overall inplace aggregate costs of $10.16 / CY for an estimated 293,000

cy.

This has been prorated as 70% instream fill and 30% feodplain

reconstruction

with 80 % on tha north side of the channel and 40% on the south side of

" the

channel. The material costs hve been increased 40 % to reflect current

prices.

71D & TRIAC CALFED PSF: SRP 10
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TABLE &4

PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY by
SOURCE

TUOLUMME RIVER SRP 10 REACH RESTORATION

SRP 10 SEGMENT Rm 25.6 to 25.1

Construction Task Description of work Cost.

from Figure 9

CALFED Share :
Constructian 80% 1.785,000

sub total 1,785,000

Contingency 10% 178,000
Construction Management 9% 161,000
Project Management 3% 54,000

AFRP Share

CALFED Total

Construction
Revegetation

Monitoring

Conservation Easemenis
Design engineering
ROW Engineering
Irrigation of Revegetation

Contingency
Construction Management
Project Management

AFRP Total

47%

40%

100%
100%
100%
100%

" 100%
100%

sub total

10%
9%
3%

52%

$ 2,479,000

1,191,000
234,000
174,000

50,000
161,000
98,000
90,000
+,986,000

200,000
128,000
60,000

5 2,383,000

30,000

DISTRICTS share NEPA, CEQA, Permits 1%
Project Total $ 4,583,000
TID & TRTAC CALFED PSP: SRP 10 17 13 APRIL 1990
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TABLE 5 QUARTERLY PROJECT BUDGET ESTIMATES

SRP 10 SEGMENT RM 25.6 10 25.1
Rounded to nearest $1,000

Task " Description of Work 2000 [ 200t 2002 2003 | Budget | Funding
Q2| Q3[4 Qi [Qz (@3 [ 04 [OT [Q2[0Q3[0Q4] Total Sourcej
2A  South Bank Restore Channel 100 633 100 833 AFRP
2B South Bank Restore Floodplain _ 50 200 108 358 AFRP
3A  North Bank Restore Channel 120 979 150 1,249 CALFED
3B North Bank Restore Floadplain : 50 . 300 186 536 CALFED
susbtotal 220 1612 250 100 500 284 2,976
4 Revegetation 34 200 234 AFRP
Monitoring 2001 to 2003 86 73 15 174 AFRP
Conservation Easements 50 50 AFRP
Design engineering 61 100 161 AFRP
ROW Engineering 50 46 96 AFRP
NEPA, CEQA, Permits 30 30 DISTRICTS
Irrigation of Revegestation ) 20 90 AFRP
susbiotal 61 150 76 50 8% 34 730200 105 835
Contingency 10% 12 @ 15 5 30 19 " 179 CALFED
B 15 5 5 10 72 13 5 2¥ 1 200 AFRP
Construction Management 9% 11 88 14 5 27 17 182 CALFED
8 &5 12 5 18 28 129 AFRP
Project Management 3% 4 29 5 2 9 6 55 CALFED
2 5 1 2 3 22 4 2 8 g 3 61 AFRP
susbiotal 8 20 5] 7 49 386 63 24 119 110 14 785
PROQJECT TOTAL 68 170 B2 57 269 2084 347 124 692 604 119 4,596
CALFED share 147 1,194 184 62 366 228 2,181
AFRP shara B9 170 52 57 122 784 163 62 253 378 104 2,211

Rounding to nearest $1,000 in Contingency, CM, and PM resulis in higher totals than Table 4

TID & TRTAC CALFED PSFE: SRP 10 18 13 APRI. [999
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TUOLUMNE RIVER SPECIAL RUN POOL 10 RESTORATION
IX. APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS

Since 1971, TID, MID, and CCSF, in cooperation with DFG and USFWS, have
monitored river conditions and developed programs that enhance the natural production of fall-
run chinook salmon in the Tuolumne River. The project manager for these activities has been
TID,

A, TRTAC and Other Local Support for Project

The firm of McBain & Trush was retained in 1996 by TID through the TRTAC to
develop an integrated, long-term fish and fiparian habitat restoration plan for the Tuolumne River
below La Grange Dam using fluvial geomorphology principles. They were io prepare
preliminary designs for specific restoration projects, which had been approved by the TRTAC
participants as high priority projects. The SRP 9 & 10 had leng been identified as a portion of the
river that had been substantially altered by past mining operations that would benefit from
restoration of more natural geomorphic processes,

B. Project Management

The Project Manager is Wilton Fryer, P.E. Mr. Fryer graduated from the University of
California at Davis with a BS in Soil & Water Science, an MS in Irrigation Science, and later an
ME in Civil Enginecring with an emphasis in water resources. He is currently registered as both
a Civil Engineer and an Agricultural Engineer. Accomplishments are: Development and
implementation of the Oakdale Irrigation District Irrigation Master Plan; Directed a $22 million
canal rehabilitation project for O1D where 54 miles of dirt canals were replaced with pipe;
Developmerit of the OID domestic water service system; Designer and project manager for a
replacement water treatment plant for the TID La Grange Domestic Water Systemn.

Tim Ford has been the staff aquatic biologist for T1D and MID since 1981. Mr. Ford
graduated from the University of California at Davis with a BS in Wildlife & Fisheries Biology
in 1977, Ie worked as a Biological Technician for the Modoe, Tahoe, and Stanislaus National
Forests prior to working for the Districts. Mr. Ford is tasked with planning, coordinating and
conducting the aquatic resources program for the Districts, and his responsibilitics at TID include
ficld studies, program development, consultant supervision, and coordination with Ton Pedro
project operations.

TID staff will provide contracting support and financial service support as needed. TID
Engineering Administration will assist with providing construction management and inspection
services to the project. Consultants retained during the first phase of the Mining Reach and SRP
9 projects continue to be retained for subsequent phases of the projects to insure contimuity in the
design and analysis. The engincering firm of HDR, Inc. has been retained to prepare detailed
construction plans and specifications, and oversee construction management. The firm of
HART, Tnc., will provide revegetation design and native plant materials. The firm of EDAW

Tib & TRTAC CALFED PSP: SRP 10 19 13 APRIL 19v¢
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Inc. has been retained to perform the CEQA and NEPA environmental work and to obtain
hecessary permits.

Consultants

The firm of McBain & Trush has petformed project concept design work, and will
continue to provide oversight of the civil construction design work, revegetation design and
implementation, and fluvial process monitoring. McBain & Trush is a professional cansulting
partnership specializing in applying fluvial geomorphic and ecological research to river
management and restoration, particularly in regulated river ecosystems. The principals on this
project are Scott McBain, Dr. William Trush, and John Bair, Scott McBain is a hydraulic
engineer and fluvial geomorphologist with an MS in Civil Engineering from the University of
California at Berkeley. He specializes in effects of high stream flows on channel morphology,
bedload transport, watcrshed sediment vields, and stream restoration. Dr, William Trush is an
adjunci professor in the California State University Humboldt, Fisheries Departnient,
specializing in anadromous fish ecology, anadromous fish interactions with fluvial
geomorphology, channel maintenance flews and hydrology, riparian ecology, and stream
restoration and management. He is also Director of the CSUH Institute for River Beosystems.
John Bair is ariparian botanist with an MS in Environmental Systems form Humboldt State
University. He specializes in riparian interactions with geomotphic processes and riparian
restoration,

The firm of Stillwater Sciences has been retained to assist with the design and
implementation of the fishery monitoring plan components.  Stillwater Sciences is actively
involved with the river wide monitoring associated with the Districts” FERC Settlement
Agreement.

71D & TRTAC CALFED PSP; SRP 10 20 13 APRIL (999
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TUOLUMNE RIVER SPECIAL RUN POOL 10 RESTORATION

X. COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARD TERMS & CONDITIONS

Applicant is a public entity. Thc applicable PSP prajoct group type is Public Works
Construction.

‘The applicant agrees to the terms and conditions of the Proposal Solicitation Package
dated February 1999 and as amended by CALFED's Responses to PSP Questions dated 16
March 1999 and applicant intends to comply with those terms and conditions.

1t s anticipated that private contractors will perform a majority of the public wotls
construction effort. The applicant will be deferring the requirement for submission of hid &
payment bonds until such time as each subcontract is sought and awarded and before anty work
under the subcontract is performed.

Enclosed are the following completed forms:

Non-collusion Affidavit

Submitted by:

TURLOCK IRRIGATION DISTRICT

By fad Elas by Rip B A

Paul D. Elias, General Manager

Date: 13 April 1998

. ferc\restplan\SRP10CalFedRFP.doc

TID & TRIAC CALFED PSP: SRP 1D 21 13 APRIL 1599
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APPLICATION FOR

OMB Approval No, 0343-0043

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2. DATE SUBMITTED

Appiicant ldentifler

/3 Apr 79
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION; 3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE
Application Preapplication
Construction ] construgtion

Siate Application identifier

["] Non-Constructien {1 Non-Construction

4. DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY

Feceral Identifier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Mama:

Jurloch {rrigahan Di Frick

Olfzﬂgf_ﬁzﬂil‘ Ui‘\g:fa hHivie ()Pﬂf".

Addrass (give cily, cowny, Stais, ard 2ip cooe):
PO Box 949

Turlor.f‘., CA 9538/

MName and telaphone number of parson to be contacted o mattars involving

this application (grnve araa coas)
205 -LE3-831 &

Wilten Fryer

5. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (£

AR RN

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (aiar appropriats lsitar in box)

B. TYPE OF APPLICATION:

B(new

If Revision, enar appropriate lettar(s) in box{es) .

[0 Revision

0

G. Increase Duraticn

[:| Conlinuation

A. increass Award B. Decrease Award
D. Dacrease Duration  Othar(specifisi:

A, Slale H. Indepencant School Dist.

B. County 1, Siate Controiled Institution of Migher Leaming
C. Municipal J, Privata Univarsity

D. Tewnship K. Ingian Tribe

E. Interstate L. Individual

F. Intermunicipal M. Profit Organization
G Special District N, Other (Specity)

8. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

(JSBR ~ CALFED

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER: 11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLIGANT's;iROJECT:
:D‘“D:D ?e):{(w- & mile of Bl Ruv chincel: salmmma
hebdhube b} of I‘Ml\'\&'}'ﬁ\j ﬂl'"ﬁrﬂ-&"'c""’.“)
TITLE: e - h;l j‘t*? Send r.ﬂlﬂlﬁds L{- WL‘HJL A Lo At
12. AREAS AFFECTED 8Y PROJECT (Cities, Courtties. Siates, ete)r fodes -
1 K A Fod .2 ¢ predafoe soladinn pm,;!bps
Stanislaus Counfy Califernia B roals e Dirar.
13, PROPOSED PROJECT |14 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF: .
{8 Ga_nf Gmdt F
Start Dars Encing Dale  |a. Applicant s . - R b. Profect
Mor 2000 | Mor 2002 | Turlock [nﬂﬁaﬁm DistifF Specieh Bun Poof 81O
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING: 36.15 APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS?
a. Federa) X
UsFws -Afef 2,384, oco a, YES. THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Applicant s ® AVAILABLE TO THE BTATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372
: PROCESS FOR HEVIEW ON:
¢. State $ K
CALFED 2,129, coo DATE
d.local m.gp . [ *
Dikrihs 30, Gun b.MNo. [] PROGRAM IS NOT COVEFED BY E. O, 12372
o. Other s ] [ OR PROGAAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE
FOR REVIEW :
1. Program (ncorme ] >
17. 15 THE AFPLICANT DELINGUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
]
g TOTAL § 4,92, 000 — 1 Yes It “Yes," attach an explanation. Ko

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATIONPREAPPLICATION ARE TAUE AND CORRECT, THE
COCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE QOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL. COMPLY WITH THE

ATTACHED ASSURANCES {F THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED.

a. Type Nama of Authorized Represeniativa b. Title c. Telephone Numbsr .
n 8. Fryer P £ ater Ptﬁmrfws beat. Hyr: 2o¢ -PBRi-83¢C
d. Si ure of atiz CTa] niative &. Date Signad
’ﬁ/pﬂ ?Z},&f ¢ 3 Aor 29

Pravicus Editicn Usable
Autharized for Local Reproduction

I —0139
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Prascribed by QMB Circular A-102
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BUDGET INFORMATION -- Construction Programs

DMB Apgproval No. D348-0041

NOTE: Ceriain Federal assistance programs require additional Computations t2 arrive at ihe Federal share of project costs efigibie for participation. If such 15 the case you will be notified,

b. Costs Not Allowable ¢ Total Altowable Costs
COST CLASSIFICATION a. Total Cost for Participation (Column a-b)

1. Administrative and legal expenses 3 5(.1{ ooy — § $
2. Land, structures, righls-ai-way, appraisals, elc. $ H $
3. ~ Relocation expenses and payments ‘ ‘ $ |3 ¥
4. Architecturat and engingering fees $ k1 5
5. Other architeclurat and engineering fees *$ § ¥

$
8. Project Inspection fees 3 6/, 000 3
7. Site work ’ $ 5 $
8. Pemotition and removal ' $ L $
9 Construction % [l 288, 000 — 3 $
10, Equipmen 3 $ 5
11, Miscefianeous B § 5
12, SUBTOTAL ¥, 000,000 - ¥
13. Contingencies $ { #9,000 — 3 $
14. SUBTOTAL ¥ 2, (3g, o0 — .$ %
15, Projeci (program) incoms 5 & $ 5
18.  TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (subiract #15 from #14) $ g, (19,0007 $ $
17. Federal assistance requested, calculate as follows: Enter eligible costs from line 16c Muitiply X OO 9 _

{Consult Federal agancy lor Federal percantage share). 3 a‘ ! }?) CDC)
Enter the resulling Federal shara.

Previous Edition Usable Authorized for Local Reproduction giggﬁﬁ g;,"‘oﬁg%ﬁzﬁ}g rt\?ftllz




OMB Approval Na. 0348-0042
ASSURANCES -- CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time for
rewewmg instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction
Project {0343-0042), Washington, DC 20503,

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE GFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET,
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not b¢ applicable to your project or program. if you have questions, please contact the
Awarding Agency. Further, certain Federal assistance awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional
assurances. If such is the case, vou wiil be notified.

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant | certify that the applicant:

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance, 8. Wil compty with the Intergovernmental Personne! Act
and the institutional, managerial and financiak capability of 1970 (42 U.5.C, Secs. 4728-4763) relating to prescribed
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share standards for merit systems for programs funded under
of project cost) to ensure proper pianning, management ane of the nineteen statutes or regulations specified in
and completion of thc project described in this Appendix A of OPM's Standards fior a Merit System of
application, Personne! Adminiseration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpant F).

2. Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General 9. Will compiy with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
of the United States, and if appropriate, the State, Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. Secs. 4801 er seq.) which
through any awthorized representative, access o and the prohibits the use of lead based paint in construction or
right to examine all records, books, papers, or rehabilitation of residence stroctures.
doguments rejated to the assistance; and will establish a
proper accounting system in accordance with generally 10. Wiil comply with all Federal statuzes relating to non-

accepted accounting standards or agency directives.

. Will not dispose of, modify the use of, or change the

terms of the real property title, or other interest in the
site and facilities without permission and instructions
from the awarding agency. Wil record the Federal
inmerest in the title of real proparty in accordance with
awarding agency directives and will include a covenant
in the title of real property acquired in whole or in part
with Federal assistance funds o assure non-
discrimination during the useful life of the project.

. Will compiy with the requirements of the assistance

awarding agency with regard to the drafting, review and
approval of construction plans and specifications.

. Will provide and maintain competent and adequare

engineering supervision ar the construction sits to
ensire that the complete work conforms with the
approvad plans and specifications and will furnish
progress reports and such other information as may be
required by the assistance awarding agency or State.

. Wiil initiate and compiete the work within the

applicable time frame after veceipt of approval of the
awarding agency.

. Wil establish safeguards to prohibit employees from

using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or
presents the appearance of personal or organizatianal
conflict of interest, or personal gain.

Previgus Edition Usable

Authorized for Local Reproduction

discrimination. These include but are not limited to: {a)
Title VI of the Civil Rights Actof 1944 (P.L. §8-352)
which prohibits diserimination on the basis of race,
calor or national crigin; (b} Title [X of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 L1.5.C, Secs. 1681-
1683, and 16835-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (¢} Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. Secs, 794), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended

(42 J.S.C. Secs. 6101-6107), which prohubits
discrimination on the basis of age; {e) the Drug Abuse
Office'and Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-253), as
amended, relating 10 nondiscrimination on the basis of
drug abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616}, as amended, relating to
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or
alcoholism; (g) Secs. 523 and 527 of the Public Health
Service Actof 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290 dd-3 and 290 ee-3),
as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohal and
drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIII of the Civil
Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 5ecs, 3601 et $¢q.), as
amended, relating to non-discrimination in the sale,
rental or financing of housing; (i} any other non-
discrimination provisions in the specific statute(s) under
which application for Federal assistance is being made,
and (J) the requirements of any other non-discrimination
Stature(s} which may apply to the application.

Standard Form 4240 {Rev. 4/92)
Prescribed by OMB Circuiar A-102
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11,

Will compiy, or has already complied, with the
requirements of Titles 1T and III of the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Policies Act of 1970 (P.L, 91-646) which provides for
fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
whose property is acquired as a result of Federal and
federally assisted programs. These requirements apply
1o all interests in real property acquired for project
pusposes regardless of Federal participation in
purchases.

- Will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act (5

U.5.C. Secs. 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit the
political activities of employees whose principal
empioyment activities are funded in whole or in part

with Federal funds.

. Will comply, as applicabie, with the provisions of the

Davis-Bacon Act {40 U.5.C. Secs. 276ato 276a - 7}, the
Copeland Act (40 U.5.C. Secs. 276c and 18 U.S.C. Sec.

16.

§74), the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40

U.5.C, Secs. 327-333), regarding labor standards for
federally assisted consmucrion subagreements.

. Will compiy with flood insurance purchase

requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster
Protecticn Act of 1973 {P.L, 93-234) which requires
recipients in a special flood hazard area w panicipate
in the program and to purchase flood insurance if the
total cost of insurable construction and acquisition is
510,000 or more.

. Will comply with environmental standards which mav

be prescribed pursuant o the following: (a) instirution
of environmenizl quality control measures under the

18.

19.

Wational Environmental Policy Act of 1569 (P.L. 91-
196} and Executive Order (EQ) 11514; (b) notification
of violating facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (c)
protection of wetiands pursuant to EQ 11990; (d)
evaluation of floed hazards in floodplains in accordance
with EG 11988; (e) assurance of project consistency with
the approved State management program developed
under the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16
U.S.C. Secs. 1451 et seq.); (f) conformity of Federa! actions
to State {Clear Air} Implementation Plans under Section
176¢¢) of the Clear Alr Act of 1953, ay amended {42
U.S.C. Secs. 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of underground
sources of drinking water under the Safe Drinking Water
Act of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 93-523); and (h)
protection of endangered species under the Endangered
Species Act of 1873, as amended, (P.L. 93-205).

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Actaf
1968 (16 U.5.C. Secs. 1271 et seq.) related o pratecting
components or potential components of the national wild
and scenic rivers system.

. Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance

with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, as amended {16 U.S.C. Sec. 470), EO 11593
(identification and preservation of historic properties),
and the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1974 (16 U.S.C, 469a-] et seq.).

Wili cause to be performed the requitec financial and
compliance audits in accerdance with the Single Audit
Actof 1984,

Will comply with all applicable requirements of ali ather
Federal laws, Executive Orders. reguilations and policies
governing this program.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHOQRIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

Lot EF e

TIiTLE

WGJ(G!" Hmnnhﬁ ﬂapf %r

APPLICANT QRGANIZATION

Torfeck /rm'?a;[:b; D Frck

DATE SUBMITTED

/3 /4,»‘»"??
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State of California

The Resources Agency Agreement No,
Depatiment of Water Resources
Exhibit
NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT TO BE EXECUTED BY ™
BIDDER AND SUBMITTED WITH BID FOR PUBLIC WORKS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
. Jss
COUNTY OF Stanislows )
LUL”‘(:IW E Er“f(e r“. , being first duly sworn, deposes and
name
says that he or she is ('{)C‘-‘J""" H" NHihg D(’P’L ré’ Mg &€ r7
{pusition titley
,ur acjc.. (V‘l"lr:.a.a (W4y% OI.S\LV\:/F
(the hdder)

the party making the foregoing bid that the bid is not made in the interest of, or on
hehalf of, any undisclosed person, partnership, company, asseciation, organization,
or corporation; that the bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; that the bidder
has not directly or indirectly induced or solicited any other bidder to put in a false
sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly colluded, conspired, connived, or agreed
with any bidder er ahyone else to put in 4 sham bid, or that anvone shall refrain from
bidding; that the bidder has not in any manner, directly or indirectly. sought by
agreement, communication, or eonference with anyone to fix the bid price of the
bidder or any sther bidder, or 10 fix any averhead, profit, or cost element of the bid
price, or of that of any other bidder, or to secure any advantage against the publie
body awarding the contract of anyone interested in the proposed eontract; that all
statements contained in the bid are true; and, further, that the bidder has not,
directly or indirectly, submitted his or her bid price or any breakdown thereof, or the
cantents thereof, or divulged information or data relative thereto, ar paid, and will
not pay, any fee to any corporation, partnership, company, association, organization,
bid depository, or to any member or agent thereof to effectuate a collusive or

sham bid.

DATED: {4 Apr 95 4% P

{perzon siffning for bidder)

DIANE R. PICKERING Subseribed and sworn to before me on

Commissian #1074256 5//{?//?9

(Notary Public)

{Notarial Seal}

MWR 1208 (KNour 4/0m
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